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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1 - 63 are pending in this application. 



The declaration and extension fee was received on February 1, 2001. 



The Revocation and Power of Attorney was received on March 18, 2003. 



Information Disclosure Statement 



The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on October 17, 2000 and 
December 1 1 , 2000 were considered by the examiner. 



(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-15, 17-21, 23-24, 27-29, 33-49, 53, 56-59 and 63 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Shklar (6253239). 

Regarding claim 1 , Shklar discloses a computer implemented method 
comprising: querying a first server (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) for a location of a second 
server containing information (Column 3, lines 15-19) associated with an executable 
(Column 3, lines 28 - 36; Column 5, lines 11-19); and querying the second server for 
the information associated with the executable (Column 7, lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 2 ? Shklar discloses that querying a first server for a location of a 
second server includes providing a path to a look up HyperText Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) symbol location server (Column 7, line 66 - Column 8, line 9). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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Regarding claim 3, Shklar discloses that querying a first server for a location of a 
second server includes querying a Dynamic Host Configuration Protocol (DHCP) server 
as the lookup HTTP server (Column 4, lines 40 - 51) and requesting a number of 
Uniform Resource Identifiers (URIs) for composing an appropriate query for querying 
the second server for the information associated with the executable (Column 5, lines 
20 - 25) because the http query to the first server leads to the URIs of the actual 
information locations. 

Regarding claim 4, Shklar discloses that querying a first server for a location of a 
second server containing information associated with an executable includes querying a 
Domain Name System (DNS) server as the lookup server for a service (SRV) record 
identifying the second server to be queried because Shklar includes having the 
information stored as a URL to the actual information (Column 5, lines 20 - 25) then has 
to deal with the URL with an agent (Column 12, lines 30 - 34) which would have include 
a DNS to find the actual address from the URL address. 

Regarding claim 5, Shklar discloses that querying a first server for a location of a 
second server containing information associated with an executable includes querying a 
directory service to return the location of the second server (Column 5, lines 11-13). 

Regarding claim 6, Skhlar discloses that querying a first server for a location of a 
second server containing information associated with an executable includes querying 
an Application Configuration, Access Protocol (ACAP) server for the location of the 
second server because he discloses the idea of access control and dependence to form 
(Column 12, line 47 - Column 13, line 4). 
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Regarding claim 7, Shklar discloses that querying a first server for a location of a 
second server containing information associated with an executable includes querying a 
Lightweight Directory Access Protocol (LDAP) server for the location of the second 
server because of his teachings of access control based on user characteristics 
(Column 12, line 47 - Column 13 t line 5). 

Regarding claim 8 f Shklar discloses a computer implemented method 
comprising: querying a set of symbol location servers for a set of symbols (Column 3, 
lines 15-19) associated with a local file (Column 5, lines 11-19); and receiving the 
set of symbols from the set of symbol location servers (Column 5, lines 15-19; Column 
7, lines 23-34). 

Regarding claim 9, Shklar discloses that querying the set of servers for a set of 
symbols includes querying the set of servers with a unique identifier composed of 
different values from an image header extracted from a local file (Column 4, lines 41 - 
45; Column 6, lines 35 - 46). 

Regarding claim 10, Shklar discloses that the unique identifier composed of 
different values from an image header includes values, which won't be replicated 
between differing versions of the local file (Column 6, lines 35 - 46). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Shklar discloses that receiving a set of symbols includes 
receiving a set of files containing the symbols, wherein the files can be stored to a local 
system memory (Column 4, lines 41 - 45; Column 7, lines 28 - 34). 

Regarding claim 12, Shklar discloses that querying a set of symbol location 
servers for a set of symbols associated with a local file includes querying a set of 
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symbol location servers with a user customized query which can extract over a back 
end store (Column 2, lines 43 - 45). 

Regarding claim 13, Shklar discloses a computer implemented method 
comprising: querying a set of servers (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) containing location 
information for a second server having information (Column 3, lines 15-19) 
associated with an executable (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; Column 5, lines 11-19); and 
receiving a set of information from the set of servers (Column 5, lines 15-19; Column 
7, lines 23-34). 

Regarding claim 14, Shklar discloses that receiving a set of information includes 
receiving a set of reference locations on the second server (Column 5, lines 20 - 25) 
which can be used to access a number of files on the second server associated with the 
executable. 

Regarding claim 15, Shklar discloses the idea of querying the set of servers 
(Column 12, lines 25 - 34) includes querying a list of servers selected from the group 
consisting of a DHCP server (Column 4, lines 40 - 51 ; Column 5, lines 20 - 25), a DNS 
server (Column 5, lines 20 - 25) and having access protocols (Column 12, line 47 - 
Column 13, line 5) which have the user security taught in LDAP (Column 12, lines 54 - 
55) and application configuration information (Column 12, lines 55 - 57). 

Regarding claim 17, Shklar discloses that querying the list of servers includes 
querying the list of servers in a serial order because it teaches first using a server to 
look up the http request for a URL then using the URL to locate an actual address, in 
serial order (Column 12, lines 25 - 34). 
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Regarding claim 18, Shklar discloses that querying a set of servers containing 
location information for a second server having information associated with an 
executable includes packaging a set of information extracted from the executable into a 
HyperText Transfer Protocol (HTTP) request and sending the HTTP request to the set 
of servers (Column 4, lines 40 - 51 ). 

Regarding claim 19, Shklar discloses a computer implemented method 
comprising: querying a first set of servers (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) containing location 
information for a second server having information (Column 3, lines 15-19) associated 
with an executable (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; Column 5, lines 11-19); receiving the 
location information for the second server from the first set of servers (Column 5, lines 
15-19; Column 7, lines 23 - 34); and querying the second server for the information 
associated with the executable using a syntax based on the location information 
received for the second server (Column 7, lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 20, Shklar discloses that querying a first set of servers 
containing location information for a second server having information associated with 
an executable includes querying the first set of servers using metadata associated with 
the executable (Column 4, lines 40 - 51 ). 

Regarding claim 21 , Shklar discloses that querying the second server for the 
information associated with the executable includes querying the second server using 
metadata associated with the executable (Column 4, lines 40 - 51 ). 

Regarding claim 23, Shklar discloses that the metadata includes metadata for a 
number of source files (Column 3, lines 34 - 36). 
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Regarding claim 24, Shklar discloses that querying the second server for the 
information associated with the executable includes querying the second server for 
symbols associated with the executable file (Column 10, lines 20 - 23). 

Regarding claim 27, Shklar discloses that querying the second server for the 
information associated with the executable includes querying the second server for 
source code (Column 3, lines 34 - 35) associated with the executable file. 

Regarding claim 28, Shklar discloses that querying the second server for the 
information associated with the executable further includes receiving a number of files 
containing the information associated with the executable file (Column 5, lines 11-19). 

Regarding claim 29, Shklar discloses a method for locating information 
associated with an executable file (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; Column 5, lines 11-19) 
comprising: packaging metadata extracted from the executable file into an HTTP 
request (Column 7, lines 23 - 29); sending the HTTP request to a set of locator servers 
(Column 4, lines 25 - 39) containing location information for a server on which the 
information associated with the executable is located (Column 3, lines 15-19); and 
receiving a set of information back from the set of locator servers (Column 5, lines 15 - 
19; Column 7, lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 33, Shklar discloses that receiving a set of information back 
from the set of locator servers includes receiving an HTTP redirect to the information 
associated with the executable file (Column 2, lines 16 - 32). 

Regarding claim 34, Shklar discloses that receiving a set of information back 
from the set of locator servers includes receiving a location of a server on which the 
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information associated with the executable is located, and wherein the method further 
includes querying the server with a number of unique identifiers for the information 
associated with the executable file (Column 4, lines 41 - 45; Column 6, lines 35 - 46). 

Regarding claim 35, Shklar discloses that querying the server with a number of 
unique identifiers for the information associated with the executable file further includes 
providing a number of additional qualifiers (Column 8, lines 36 - 54). 

Regarding claim 36, Shklar discloses a computerized system, comprising: a first 
server (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) containing location information for information (Column 
3, lines 15-19) associated with a local file (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; Column 5, lines 1 1 
- 19); a second server containing the information associated with the local file (Column 
3, lines 15 - 19); a computer having a number of local files (Column 7, lines 23 - 24); 
and wherein the first server provides a set of information on the second server to the 
computer (Column 3, lines 15-19). 

Regarding claim 37, Shklar discloses that the set of information provided to the 
computer by the first server includes the location information for the second server, 
which can be used by the computer to query the second server (Column 7, lines 54 - 
59). 

Regarding claim 38, Shklar discloses that the set of information provided to the 
computer by the first server includes the information associated with the local file 
(Column 4, lines 52 - 58). 

Regarding claim 39, Shklar discloses that the computer can read the information 
associated with the local file directly from the second server (Column 7, lines 54 - 59). 
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Regarding claim 40, Shklar discloses that the first server includes a Hypertext 
Transfer Protocol (HTTP) server (Column 7, line 66 - Column 8, line 9). 

Regarding claim 41 , Shklar discloses that the HTTP server containing 
location information for information (Column 4, lines 40 - 51 ) associated with a local file 
includes a Dynamic Host Configuration Protocol (DHCP) server having a number of 
Uniform Resource Identifiers (URIs) for querying the second server containing the 
information associated with the local file (Column 5, lines 20 - 25) because the http 
query to the first server leads to the URIs of the actual information locations. 

Regarding claim 42, Shkar discloses that the HTTP server containing location 
information for information associated with a local file includes a Domain Name System 
(DNS) server having a service (SRV) record identifying the second server containing the 
information associated with the local file because Shklar includes having the information 
stored as a URL to the actual information (Column 5, lines 20-25) then has to deal 
with the URL with an agent (Column 12, lines 30 - 34) which would have include a DNS 
to find the actual address from the URL address. 

Regarding claim 43, Shklar discloses that the HTTP server containing location 
information for information associated with a local file includes an HTTP server having a 
directory service adapted to provide the location information for information associated 
with the local file to the computer (Column 3, lines 15 - 19). 

Regarding claim 44, Skhlar disclose that the first server includes an Application 
Configuration Access Protocol (ACAP) server adapted to provide the set of information 
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on the second server to the computer because he discloses the idea of access control 
and dependence to form (Column 12, line 47 - Column 13, line 4). 

Regarding claim 45, Shklar discloses that querying a first server for a location of 
a second server containing information associated with an executable includes querying 
a Lightweight Directory Access Protocol (LDAP) server for the location of the second 
server because of his teachings of access control based on user characteristics 
(Column 12, line 47 - Column 13, line 5). 

Regarding claim 46, Shklar discloses that the computer having a number of local 
files is networked to the first and the second servers over the Internet (Column 4, lines 
25 - 28). 

Regarding claim 47, Shklar discloses a computerized system, comprising: a first 
server (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) containing location information for information (Column 
3, lines 15- 19) on an executable file (Column 3, lines 28-36; Column 5, lines 11 - 
19); a second server containing the information on the executable file (Column 5, lines 
23 - 29); a computer having a number of executable files (Column 7, lines 23 - 24); and 
wherein the first server is adapted to provide the computer with the location information 
of the second server which can be used to query the second server for the information 
associated with the executable file (Column 7, lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 48, Shklar discloses the idea of querying the set of servers 
(Column 12, lines 25 - 34) includes querying a list of servers selected from the group 
consisting of a DHCP server (Column 4, lines 40 - 51 ; Column 5, lines 20 - 25), a DNS 
server (Column 5, lines 20 - 25) and having access protocols (Column 12, line 47 - 
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Column 13, line 5) which have the user security taught in LDAP (Column 12, lines 54 - 
55) and application configuration information (Column 12, lines 55 - 57). 

Regarding claim 49, Shklar discloses that the computer is configured to query a 
number of different tiers or multiple levels in a hierarchy of first servers in a serial order 
because it teaches first using a server to look up the http request for a URL then using 
the URL to locate an actual address, in serial order (Column 12, lines 25 - 34). 

Regarding claim 53, Shklar discloses that the query to the second server for the 
information associated with the executable file includes metadata extracted from the 
executable file (Column 5, lines 11-19; Column 4, lines 40-51). 

Regarding claim 56, Shklar discloses that a computer readable medium having 
computer executable instructions to cause a computing system to perform a method 
comprising: using a lookup server (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) to identify a set of location 
information (Column 3, lines 15 - 19) for a server having information associated with an 
executable file (Column 7, lines 23 - 24), based on metadata extracted from the 
executable file(Column 7, lines 23 - 29); and packaging an HTTP query for retrieving 
the information associated with the executable file (Column 7, lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 57, Shklar discloses that using the lookup server to identify a set 
of location information for a server having information associated with an executable file 
includes providing a response to a requesting client from the lookup server (Column 7, 
lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 58, Shklar discloses that providing a response to a requesting 
client includes returning the set of location information on the server having information 
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associated with an executable file to the requesting client as an HTTP redirect (Column 
5, lines 20 - 34). 

Regarding claim 59, Shklar discloses a method for locating information 
associated with a local file comprising: packaging metadata extracted from the local file 
into an HTTP request (Column 7, lines 23 - 29); sending the HTTP request to a set of 
locator servers (Column 4, lines 25 - 39) containing location information for information 
(Column 3, lines 15-19) associated with the local file (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; Column 
5, lines 11 - 19); receiving a set of information back from the set of locator servers 
(Column 5, lines 15-19; Column 7, lines 23 - 34); and packaging an HTTP query for 
retrieving the information associated with the local file based on the set of information 
received back from the set of locator servers (Column 7, lines 23 - 34). 

Regarding claim 63, Shklar discloses a server architecture, comprising; a first 
server (Column 4, lines 25 - 39), the first server including; means for interpreting 
metadata associated with an executable file received from a remote client (Column 4, 
lines 42 - 45); and means for redirecting the remote client to a second server containing 
information associated with the executable file (Column 7, lines 54 - 65); and a second 
server adapted to interpreting a query from the remote client for retrieving a specific file 
from among the information associated with the executable file (Column 7, lines 23 - 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



34). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 22, 25-26, 30-32, 51-52, 54-55, and 60-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Shklar. 

Regarding claim 22, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that the metadata includes 
metadata for a number of debug files. Shklar does teach grouping units or files together 
based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that 
information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the executable such as 
debug files in order to have that information available and easily displayed to the user 
(Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9). 

Regarding claim 25, Shkiar does not explicitly indicate that querying the second 
server for the information associated with the executable includes querying the second 
server for regression analysis data associated with the executable file. Shklar does 
teach grouping units or files together based on metadata and for many proposes 
(Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that information presentable even from remote 
sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and 
files grouped with the executable such as analysis files in order to have that information 
available and easily displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 15 - 19). 
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Regarding claim 26, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that querying the second 
server for the information associated with the executable includes querying the second 
server for performance analysis data associated with the executable file. Shklar does 
teach grouping units or files together based on metadata and for many proposes 
(Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that information presentable even from remote 
sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and 
files grouped with the executable such as analysis files in order to have that information 
available and easily displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9). 

Regarding claim 30, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that packaging metadata 
extracted from the executable file into an HTTP request includes packaging metadata to 
locate an updated version of the executable file. Shklar does teach grouping units or 
files together based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and 
having that information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 
55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the 
executable such as updating files in order to have that information available and easily 
displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9; Column 1 1 , lines 38 - 54). 

Regarding claim 31, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that packaging metadata 
extracted from the executable file into an HTTP request includes packaging metadata 
for locating a debug file associated with the executable file. Shklar does teach grouping 
units or files together based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 
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49) and having that information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 
50 - 55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the 
executable such as debug files in order to have that information available and easily 
displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 15 - 19). 

Regarding claim 32, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that packaging metadata 
extracted from the executable file into an HTTP request includes packaging metadata to 
locate a specific build version of the executable file. Shklar does teach grouping units 
or files together based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) 
and having that information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 
- 55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the 
executable such as related, updated files in order to have that information available and 
easily displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 15 - 19; Column 1 1 , lines 38 - 

54) . 

Regarding claim 51, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that the second server 
containing the information on the executable file includes information on at least one of 
the number of executable files on the computer. Shklar does teach grouping units or 
files together based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and 
having that information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 

55) . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the 
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executable such as related, updated files in order to have that information available and 
easily displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28- 36; 15- 19; Column 11, lines 38- 

54) . 

Regarding claim 52, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that the computer is 
configured to query the second server, in an HTTP request format, for the information 
associated with the executable file using a number of qualifiers premised on at least one 
of the number of executable files on the computer. Shklar does teach grouping units or 
files together based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and 
having that information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 

55) . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the 
executable such as related, updated files in order to have that information available and 
easily displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9; Column 1 1 , lines 38 - 
54). 

Regarding claim 54, Shklar discloses that the metadata extracted from the 
executable file includes metadata for a debug file associated with the executable. 
Shklar does teach grouping units or files together based on metadata and for many 
proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that information presentable even from 
remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the invention to relate 
executables and files grouped with the executable such as debug files in order to have 
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that information available and easily displayed to the user (Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 15 
-19). 

Regarding claim 55, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that the metadata 
extracted from the executable file includes metadata associated with regression 
analysis data for the executable file. Shklar does teach grouping units or files together 
based on metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that 
information presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use the invention to relate executables and files grouped with the executable such as 
analysis files in order to have that information available and easily displayed to the user 
(Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9). 

Regarding claim 60, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that packaging an HTTP 
query for retrieving information associated with the local file further includes qualifying 
the HTTP query to select a specific file version from among information associated with 
the local file. Shklar does teach grouping units or files together based on metadata and 
for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that information presentable 
even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the invention to 
relate executables and files grouped with the executable such as related, updated files 
in order to have that information available and easily displayed to the user (Column 3, 
lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9; Column 1 1 , lines 38 - 54). 
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Regarding claim 61 , Shklar does not explicitly indicate that qualifying the HTTP 
query to select a specific file version from among the information associated with the 
local file includes qualifying the HTTP query to select an updated file version of an 
executable file Shklar does teach grouping units or files together based on metadata 
and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37-49) and having that information 
presentable even from remote sources (Column 2, lines 50 - 55). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
invention to relate executables and files grouped with the executable such as related, 
updated files in order to have that information available and easily displayed to the user 
(Column 3, lines 28 - 36; 1 5 - 1 9; Column 1 1 , lines 38 - 54). 

Regarding claim 62, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that qualifying the HTTP 
query to select a specific file version from among the information associated with the 
local file includes qualifying the HTTP query to select a specific debug file associated 
with a local executable file. Shklar does teach grouping units or files together based on 
metadata and for many proposes (Column 2, lines 37 - 49) and having that information 
presentable even from remote sources (Column 2 f lines 50 - 55). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
invention to relate executables and files grouped with the executable such as debug 
files in order to have that information available and easily displayed to the user (Column 
3, lines 28-36; 15-19). 

Claims 16 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shklar in view of Vigil (5756343). 
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Regarding claim 50, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that the computer is 
configured to query a number of different tiers or multiple levels in a hierarchy of first 
servers in a parallel order. Vigil teaches the idea of having a directly service distributed 
and working in parallel (Column 3, lines 34 - 39). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use Vigil's idea of 
improving a directory service by having it work in parallel to Shklar's teachings of a 
directory service in order to handle a large collection of information in a distributed 
setting (Column 2, lines 49 - 67). 

Regarding claim 16, Shklar does not explicitly indicate that querying the list of 
servers includes querying the list of servers in parallel. Vigil teaches the idea of having 
a directly service distributed and working in parallel (Column 3, lines 34 - 39). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use Vigil's idea of improving a directory service by having it work in parallel to 
Shklar's teachings of a directory service in order to handle a large collection of 
information in a distributed setting (Column 2, lines 49 - 67). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U. S. Patent No. 6131 120 issued to Reid. 
U. S. Patent No. 6085188 issued to Bachmann. 
U. S. Patent No. 5983267 issued to Shklar. 
U. S. Patent No. 5987510 issued to Imai. 
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U. S. Patent No. 5793966 issued to Amstein. 
U. S. Patent No. 6098108 issued to Sridhar. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (703) 605- 
0633. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (703) 308-6662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3800. 



KB 

January 20, 2004 
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